EQIP RANKING SHEET FY 2006

Forest POLK
Version 1.00 10/24/2005 Date of 1200 County
Last Name First Name Farm Number Tract # Tract ac. Contract Ac.
Beginning Limited Resource
Farmer Farmer
2nd Line of Address City State Zip Code
PRAC. CONSERVATION UNITS TO BE ENVIRONMENTAL % COST{ COSTSHARE|
CODE PRACTICE DESCRIPTION NSTALLED UNITS e— TOTAL INSTALLATION COST |~ "2 e
WOODLAND----
612 |Tree/Shrub Establish. acre 1,000 50% $
342 |Critical Area Planting acre 800 50% $
578 |Stream Crossing number 650 50% $
TOTAL ENVIRONMENTAL POINTS - $ - Total Contract Cost
Cost Effectiveness (Total Environmental Points/Total Contract Cost)
(When cost effectiveness is < 1 add 1 pts., 1-400 add 50 pts., >401 add 100 pts.) Total USDA Costshare $ -
Environmental Points with cost effectiveness points added
Total number of practice lines with an entry
s (Environmental Points with cost effectiveness points added divided by the total number of
core practice lines with an entry.)
Application Priority (High, Medium or Low) ie Scores 700 or greater are high priority,
scores of 500 to 699 are medium priority and scores less than 500 are low priority.
|[TOTAL INSTALLATION COST (Based on state average costshare list for the fiscal year of signup) | |
[USDA COSTSHARE (Total Installation Cost-Total USDA Costshare) | - |
APPLICATION STATUS, LIMITED OR RESOURCE FARMER, 90% Cost share!
|ESTIMATED LANDOWNER COST (Total Installation Cost minus USDA Costshare) | |
*Actual cost for a practice may be more or less than the state average cost. Points are earned by the practice installed
regardless of the acres, numbers, or feet of the practice installed.  Enter total prescribed grazing acres already in EQIP contracts ac.
Signature of NRCS representative Date Signature of landuser (landowner must sign CCC-1200 if structural practices planned) Date
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